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THE GERMAN POSITION 

The German note of January 11 resents the charge 
of "insincerity," and places the guilt of the war 
upon the Entente. Eecounting the "encircling policy 
of England," the "revengeful policy of Prance," and 
"the endeavor of Russia to gain Constantinople," the 
note insists that the Central Powers, having taken up 
arms for the defense of their liberty and their, existence, 
have already obtained these ends. It is reaffirmed that 
the Central Powers had been persuaded that "a peace 
which was just and acceptable to all the belligerents was 
possible," that it "could be brought about by an imme- 
diate, spoken exchange of views, and that therefore the 
responsibility for further bloodshed could not be taken." 
This note also points out that the peace conditions can 
be made known only "when negotiations were entered 
into." The Central Powers recall the fate of the Irish 
people, the destruction of the liberty and independence 
of the Boer republics, the subjugation of northern 
Africa by England, France, and Italy, the suppression- 
of Russian alien nations, and the violation of Greece. 
England is accused of repudiating the London Declara- 
tion and the Paris Declaration. Attention is called to 
the war of starvation against Germany, the use of col- 
ored troops in Europe, the barbarous treatment of pris- 
oners, especially in Africa and Russia, and the deporta- 
tion of the civilian population from eastern Prussia, 
Alsace - Lorraine, Galicia, and Bukowina. And once 
again Germany comes to the defense of her behavior 
toward Belgium. The note closes with another state- 
ment that Germany and her allies have made an honest 
attempt to terminate the war and to open the road for 
an understanding among the belligerents. Whether the 
road toward peace shall be entered upon or not depends 
upon England and her allies. 

It is easily possible to criticise this note. England 
cannot be properly accused of wrongful behavior in repu- 
diating the London Declaration, which since its unoffi- 
cial pronouncement she had consistently refused to ap- 
prove. In what way England has repudiated the Paris 
Declaration does not appear. In the light of the fact 
that Germany herself announced at the beginning of 
the war the wrongfulness of her action in crossing Bel- 
gium, no explanation can ever really explain that fool- 
ish and heinous proceeding. Whatever subsequent facts 
may have been ascertained, Germany's motives were 
confessed, and the judgment of mankind upon those 
motives will never be reversed. 

But the outstanding fact is that Germany wants peace. 
She has taken steps to bring it about. By this means 
the war-ridden world is a bit encouraged. The note 
says that the Central Powers are looking for a guarantee 
for their "honor," "existence," and "liberty of develop- 



ment." One thing is sure — their "honor" cannot be en- 
hanced by continuing this dishonorable war. The same 
is true of their "existence" and "liberty of develop- 
ment." The "mutual respect" and "equal rights" for 
which the note pleads cannot be furthered by the ruth- 
less, wanton killing of more and still more unoffending- 
boys. 

But here again, let us add, further peace talk is more 
easily possible because of the peace talk already begun. 
This peace talk will continue. The "hour of negotia- 
tions" will come some time. Both sides to the contro- 
versy have been stirred by the attempt of the President 
of the United States to "bring a new light into the af- 
fairs of the world." 



WHY NOT DISCUSS PEACE? 

Shall the belligerents discuss peace or shall the bel- 
ligerents not discuss peace ? That is the question. 

The long speeches in the Senate, and the long edi- 
torials in the long lists of newspapers have devoted much 
time to the discussion of President Wilson's note of De- 
cember 18. The number of arguments against the wis- 
dom of the note has been surprisingly large. But it is 
possible to condense them into Senator Lodge's fears for 
the Monroe Doctrine, his antipathy to the Germans, and 
his concern for our ancient principle of avoiding en- 
tangling alliances, and into Mr. Borah's able argument, 
the most of which grew out of his opposition to the 
League to Enforce Peace, which league he considered 
supported by the President's note. We may add what 
seems to be another dominant opposition, namely, a 
feeling that we in America are or ought to be in sympa- 
thy with the Allies; that the Allies are not particularly 
concerned about terms. The Allies have one dominant 
interest, which is to win this war, and therefore we 
should keep still. 

These are all very interesting points, and perfectly 
reasonable but for one thing. They have nothing to do 
with the President's note. 

President Wilson's note carefully expressed friend- 
ship for all the belligerents. It set forth that there are 
interests of the United States which are affected. It 
expressed curiosity about the things in detail for which 
the European States are fighting. But the note had 
one purpose, and one purpose only: it asked the bellig- 
erents to avow their respective views in two particu- 
lars — first, as to the terms upon which the war can be 
concluded; second, as to the guarantees against its re- 
newal. It is true that the President expressed himself 
as willing to take the initiative in making such an 
avowal possible. So far as the general objects for which 
both sides are fighting, namely, independence, terri- 
torial integrity, political and commercial freedom, the 
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future peace of the world, and the relief of smaller and 
weaker peoples, the United States has the same ambi- 
tions. But the President pointed out, and very prop- 
erly, that the United States can do nothing in the in- 
terest of these great concerns until the war is stopped. 
While the President conceives that carrying on the war 
to the point of exhaustion presents a policy of mere 
hopelessness, he did not wish it understood that he was 
offering mediation, or even proposing peace. The one 
outstanding immediate interest of the President, as set 
forth in this most remarkable letter, is, that the bellig- 
erents state the issues clearly. If only this can be done 
there will then be a new light across the affairs of the 
world. This is the President's note. 

It will be observed that there is nothing in this note 
abrogating the Monroe Doctrine; nothing here indi- 
cates special sympathy with the Central Powers. En- 
tangling alliances are not proposed. There is no sup- 
port, directly or indirectly, of the League to Enforce 
Peace. Nor is there any disposition to embarrass either 
side. 

There are certain fundamental assumptions which, 
from our point of view, have been made inevitable by 
the course of events since August, 1914. The United 
States is interested in having an international policy 
appropriate to these momentous times. The President's 
letter breathes the atmosphere of liberalism. While 
our old doctrine of entangling alliances cannot be 
thrown away, it can and must be brushed up and made 
more presentable to the Society of Nations. We are 
forced by physical, mental, and spiritual contacts to 
participate in the horrors of this war. The United 
States cannot plan, therefore, to go on as before. New 
adjustments are inevitable. This does not mean that 
we must enter into alliances; quite the contrary. The 
American people have lost all faith in the political the- 
ory of alliances and a balance of power ; but adjustments 
there must be. Consequently it is well, indeed it is im- 
perative, that we study the directions along which these 
adjustments must proceed. 

The war is now prolonged primarily by the imperial- 
ists. The people want peace. While the diplomats are 
shoving the pawns called "Balkan Supremacy," "Bal- 
ance of Power," "Colonial Possessions," "Constanti- 
nople," "Asia Minor," "China," with Mitteleuropa for 
stakes, the people, the common people, are longing for 
"a way out. We hear a great deal about restitution, rep- 
aration, and security, as if any of these can ever be 
possible under any form of militaristic and nationalistic 
principles heretofore followed. The destroyed treas- 
ures and the fine boys of Europe can never be restored. 
There can be no reparation for the losses of this war. 
Security can only come from the organization of states 



for the promotion of justice, and it is never too early to 
discuss that. 

"War is the most futile and ferocious of human fol- 
lies," said John Hay. A first step toward stopping the 
ferocity and folly of this war must be in the direction of 
the President's proposal. The sooner the terms and 
possible guarantees are stated, the better. 



EVERYBODY SHOOT! 

There is no fact so outstanding in our American 
life as that there are lamentably few of our pa- 
triotic citizenry able to shoot. To be sure, there is our 
National Eifle Association, in existence for over forty 
years, but there are still several people on our street, re- 
spectable enough in many other ways, who simply know 
nothing about shooting a gun. The Association has 
succeeded in making it possible for any group of ten 
persons to get free rifles from the Government and free 
ammunition. That has added, of course, a bit to our 
sense of security. The Association is now planning to 
go before the Congress and get free transportation for 
these people to and from the ranges. Stimulating as 
this may be, yet what a niggardly provision it all is! 
Is it reasonable to expect, in these days of the high cost 
of living, that men should, without one cent of recom- 
pense, give of their time for this arduous service to the 
upbuilding of our institutions? Then, too, the lying- 
on-the-ground position soils one's knees, one's garments 
across the chest, and is particularly hard upon one's 
clothes elsewhere and upon the toes of one's shoes. Why 
should boys and men be expected to render such a serv- 
ice, and that wholly without pay? Not that we want 
to be small about these matters, but is it unreasonable 
to ask that the Government should furnish clothing, in- 
cluding shoes, and a reasonable salary for the time con- 
sumed ? 

Furthermore, in spite of Pope's advice of long ago, 
that we must teach the young idea how to shoot, no steps 
have been taken, so far as we know, to introduce pop- 
guns and simple shooting exercises into our kindergar- 
tens and primary schools. Everybody knows that if we 
are to introduce anything into our common life, it must 
begin in the schools, and that right early. To wait 
until a boy is sixteen years of age before teaching him 
to shoot is a sad waste of perfectly good years, and a 
pedagogical mistake withal. Did not Wordsworth say 
that "the child is father of the man?" What sort of 
men can we expect in a democracy where the children 
learn nothing of the fine art of shooting ? Juvenal said : 

"Children like tender osiers take the bow, 
And as they first are fashioned always grow." 

But the bow is archaic ; let them take the gun ! If, 



